REMARKS 



CLAIM Hkik< ri<>Ns-3"(TR lJ2(4)ii Hi) 

Claims !. 6. ! 7, 22 and 26-.>3 were rejected under the judicially created doctrine of 
(.)b\ iousr5ess-t\ pe double pateiUint, as being unpatentable over claims 1 -12 of U.S. Patent No. 
6,725.246. 

The OlBce Action on page 2 rejects Applicants' previously submitted Tenninai 
Disclaimer because more tiian 10 practitioners ai'e listed in the Oath as filed. Applicants have 
subsequently revoked the defective Oath. 

Applicants respectfuiiy submit the attached Terminal I'iisciainier to address the double 
patenting rejection, and request the withdrawal of the obviousness-type double patenting 
rejection. 
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CONCHJSION 



For at least tlie foregoing reasons. Applicants submit tliat tlie rejections have been 

overcome. Tlierefore, all pending claims are in condition tor aJiowance, and such action is 
earnestly solicited. The Examiner is respectfully requested to contact the undersigned by 
telephone if such contact would further the examination of the preserit applicaiion. 

Please cliarge any shortages and credit any overcharges to our Deposit Account number 



02-2666. 



Respectfully submitted, 

BLAKELY, SOKOLOFF, TAYLOR & ZAFMAN, LLP 



August 1L2009 



/Sric Kiponia/ 



Date 



Erie i-riponia 
Reg. No. 62,002 
Attorney for Appiitcants 



1279 Oakmead Parkway 
Sunnyvale, CA 940854o40 
(503) 439-8778 



I hereby twiify tJwi this ixxTsspondcncc; is being sulnT«ia*itl «lst-tonicaHy via EFS Web v>n Ihc date siwwn bdow. 



OiS«; .AMg})stl.LM49. 



iy.ismlM.. 
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